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REMARKS 

Claims 1 - 24 are pending, and the Applicant's attorney has amended claim 21. 
As discussed below, the claims are in condition for allowance. But if after considering 
this response the Examiner continues to reject some or all of the claims, the 
Applicants' attorney, Bryan Santarelli, requests that the Examiner phone him at 
the below number to schedule a phone interview. 

Rejection of Claim 21 Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) As Being Anticipated By U.S. 
Patent Application 2003/0226018 To Tardo 

As discussed below, the Applicants' attorney respectfully disagrees with this 
rejection in view of the amendment to claim 21 . 

Claim 21 as amended recites generating a checksum from a data packet having 
a checksum field that includes a checksum value, and modifying the checksum field in 
response to the checksum such that the checksum field no longer includes a checksum 
value. 

For example, referring, e.g., to FIG. 3 and paragraphs [0020] - [0022] of the 
patent application, MAC 331 calculates a checksum from a data packet received from 
or via the computer network 315, where the data packet has a checksum field 110 (FIG. 
1 ) that includes a checksum value. If the calculated checksum indicates that the 
received data packet contains an error (e.g., one or more erroneous bits), then the 
MAC 331 changes each bit of the checksum field 1 1 0 (FIG. 1 ) of the packet header to a 
logic 1 — typically, the calculated checksum is compared to the checksum value in the 
checksum field 110, and the data packet contains an error if the calculated checksum 
does not equal the checksum value. The alNogic-1 value in the checksum field 110 
indicates to the CPU 321 that the received data packet contains an error; consequently, 
if the CPU detects an all-logic-1 value in the checksum field 1 10, then it discards the 
erroneous received data packet. But the all-logic-1 value is not a checksum value that 
can be used in a checksum operation, e.g., that can be compared to a calculated 
checksum to determine whether a data packet contains an error. 
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In contrast, referring, e.g., to paragraph [0060], Tardo discloses modifying a 
checksum value in a checksum field of a data packet in response to a change (the 
addition of header information) to the data packet such that the checksum field 
continues to include a checksum value, albeit a modified checksum value. 

Rejection of Claim 21 Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) As Being Anticipated By U.S. 

Patent 6,067,569 To Khaki 

In contrast to claim 21 as amended and referring, e.g., to column 7, lines 25-28, 
Khaki discloses modifying a checksum value in a checksum field of a data packet in 
response to a change in the data packet such that the checksum field continues to 
include a checksum value, albeit a modified checksum value. 



8 



Attorney Docket No. 10030274-1 (2116-026-03) 



CONCLUSION 



In light of the foregoing and in addition to the allowed claims 1-20 and 22-24, 
claim 21 as amended is in condition for allowance, and that action is respectfully 
requested. 

In the event additional fees are due as a result of this amendment, you are 
hereby authorized to charge such payment to Deposit Account No. 50-1078. 

DATED this 1 st day of November, 2006. 




^^a^AT^ 
Attorney tot 4ppk5ant 
Registration No. 37,560 
155-1 08th Avenue N.E., Ste 350 
Bellevue, WA 98004-5973 
(425) 455-5575 
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